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introductory remarks on Byzantios 
The aim of this paper is to examine, under the perspective of power, the long enco-
mium of constantinople by Theodore Metochites (1270-1328), a text which has not 
so far attracted the attention it deserves. The first short summary of the oration was 
made in 1968 by erwin fenster.1 Then in 1984 herbert hunger expressed the wish 
that Byzantios be edited.2 But the first editing attempt was made almost thirty years 
later, in 2003, by irini pougounia. under the supervision of prof. nigel wilson the 
text and its commentary were submitted as a still unpublished doctoral thesis at the 
university of oxford.3 despite some inconsistences regarding the chapter division 
of the thesis, the well preserved codex unicus of the Byzantios’ text has been edited 
in an overall satisfactory way. however, the commentary compiled by i. pougounia 
is mainly focused on the collection of the various similia omitting on the whole a 
deeper investigation of the oration’s content and its scope. Regarding the above, the 
short commentary about specific aspects of Byzantios included by p. Magdalino and 
a. Rhoby in two recent articles of theirs4 or i. polemis’ scattered comments in his 
* This research has been co-financed by the european union (european social fund – esf) 
and Greek national funds through the operational program «education and lifelong
learning» of the national strategic Reference framework (nsRf) – Research funding
program: heracleitus ii. investing in knowledge society through the european social
fund. The author would like to thank the anonymous reviewers for their constructive
comments.
1 see e. fenster, laudes constantinopolitanae (Miscellanea Byzantina Monacensia, 9). 
München 1968, 196-209.
2 see the namesake honorary w. hörandner – J. Koder – o. Kresten (ed.), Byzantios. 
festschrift für herbert hunger zum 70. Geburtstag. wien 1984.
3 see i. pougounia, Byzantios or about the imperial megalopolis. introduction, text, and 
commentary (d.phil. dissertation). university of oxford 2003.
4 see p. Magdalino, Theodore Metochites, the chora, and constantinople, in: h.a. Klein 
– R.G. ousterhout – B. pitarakis (ed.), Kariye camii, Yeniden/The Kariye camii Re-
considered (İstanbul araştırmaları enstitüsü yayınları, 14. sempozyum dizisi, 1). istanbul 
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Metochites-themed books and articles5 have not delt, up to now, with the deeper 
meaning and the purposes of that extended rhetorical piece.
Theodore Metochites (1270-1328; PLP 17982) as a μεσάζων and μέγας λογοθέτης 
played a crucial part in the court of andronikos ii palaiologos. Besides being highly 
acclaimed for his rhetorical, philosophical and astronomical qualities, last but not 
least, he seems to have been perfectly familiar with the late antique tradition of the 
independent city praises.6 so he has included in his Byzantios oration all the expected 
elements of praise signifying power. But the question arises: is it possible for an en-
comium of constantinople, written in the first decade of the 14th century, to serve as 
a credible testimony of real power at that time when the Byzantine emperor was still 
trying to recover the state from the bankruptcy of 1300, by devaluating the coinage7 
and by imposing heavy taxes on the population,8 while the turks were completing 
2011, 169-187 and a. Rhoby, Theodoros Metochites᾽ Byzantios and other city encomia 
of the 13th and 14th centuries, in: p. odorico – c. Messis (ed.), villes de toute beauté: 
l’ekphrasis des cités dans les littératures byzantine et byzantino-slaves (Dossiers Byzan-
tins, 12). paris 2012, 81-99.
5 see Ι. polemis, Ὁ λόγιος Νικόλαος Λαμπηνὸς καὶ τὸ ἐγκώμιον αὐτοῦ εἰς τὸν Ἀνδρόνικον 
Β´ Παλαιολόγον (Ἑταιρεία Βυζαντινῶν καὶ Μεταβυζαντινῶν Μελετῶν. Διπτύχων Πα-
ράφυλλα, 4). athens 1992, passim; idem, Θεόδωρος Μετοχίτης, Ἠθικὸς ἢ Περὶ παι-
δείας: εἰσαγωγή, κριτική ἔκδο ση, μετάφραση, σημειώσεις. athens 22002, passim; idem, 
Θεόδωρος Μετοχίτης, Οἱ δύο βασιλικοὶ λόγοι. eἰσαγωγή, κριτική ἔκδοση, μετάφραση, 
σημειώσεις. athens 2007, passim and especially 110-113 and idem, Theodore Metochites’ 
Byzantios as a Τestimony to the cosmological discussions of the early palaiologan pe-
riod. Byz 66 (2008) 241-246.
6 The late antique tradition of the independent city praises, i.e. the encomia that are not 
embodied in other literary genres, is part of my dissertation entitled “late Byzantine 
independent city encomia in light of their Rhetorical tradition”, which is due to be 
submitted at the department of Byzantine philology and folklore studies of the national 
and Kapodistrian university of athens (superv. prof. Th. antonopoulou). The main stages 
of the late antique evolution of this particular genre were presented briefly in the paper 
i gave at ΠΑΡΕΚΒΟΛΩΝ ΗΜΕΡΑ organized by the electronic journal paReKBolai at 
the national & Κapodistrian university of athens (14-12-2012). 
7 see broadly M.f. hendy, studies in the Byzantine Monetary economy c. 300–1450. cam-
bridge 1985, 526-530; more detailed c. Morrisson, Monnaie et finances dans l’empire 
byzantin (xe-xive siècles), in: v. Kravari – J. lefort – c. Morrisson (ed.), hommes 
et richesses dans l’empire byzantin (Réalités Byzantines, 3). 2. paris 1991, 291-315, here 
308-315 (repr. in: eadem, Monnaie et finances à Byzance. analyses, techniques. alder-
shot 1994, iv) and lately eadem, Monnaie et finances dans le monde byzantin, in: le 
monde byzantin, 3. Byzance et ses voisins. 1203-1453, sous la dir. de a. e. laiou (†) et 
c. Morrisson, avec la collab. de M. Balard – i. Božilov – M.-h. congourdeau et 
al. (La nouvelle Clio). paris 2011, 181-201, here 181-188. 
8 on the reasons for the decrease of the state revenues in the last decade of the 13th c. see 
broadly a.e. laiou, The Byzantine empire in the fourteenth century, in: Τhe new cam-
bridge Medieval history, 6 (c. 1300 – c. 1415). cambridge 2000, 795-824, here 801 [repr. 
under the title The palaiologoi and the world around them (1261-1400), in: J. shepard 
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their conquest of asia Minor?9 in other words: how close is Metochites’ description 
of constantinople to the city’s actual state at the time? 
i will try to give an answer by working in a twofold way. on the one hand, i 
will attempt to distinguish the illusions from the realities of power depicted in the 
Byzantios with the help of the ongoing research into the different aspects of early 
palaiologan constantinople. on the other hand, it is a fact that in such long, exag-
gerated and often distorting city-praises the persistent analysis of certain features 
sometimes indicates hidden purposes. hence, i am going to examine the Byzantios 
from this perspective as well, in order to probe its deeper meaning and Metochites’ 
likely intentions. 
first a few words about pragmatological aspects of the Byzantios. almost 70 folia 
long, the speech is the eleventh of the eighteen rhetorical discourses contained in 
the codex vind. phil. gr. 95,10 which Metochites commissioned from the well-known 
imperial notary called Michael Klostomalles11 around 1311-1312.12 
in light of the above and of the fact that Metochites – as most of the scholars of 
his time – tried not to delay with the publication and the distribution of his speeches, 
we can assume that Byzantios, could not have been delivered much earlier than 1311-
(ed.), The cambridge history of the Byzantine empire, c. 500-1492. cambridge 2008, 
803-833, here 809] and more detailed Κ. smyrlis, financial crisis and the limits of taxa-
tion under andronikos ii palaiologos (1282-1321), in: d. angelov – M. saxby (ed.), 
power and subversion in Byzantium. papers from the forty-third spring symposium of 
Byzantine studies, university of Birmingham, 27-29 March 2010. farnham – Burlington 
2013. i am thankful to K. smyrlis (new York university), who has shared with me some 
helpful comments about the state revenues of late 13th and early 14th century Byzantium 
and who has sent me his article before its publication.
9 see s. vryonis, The decline of Medieval hellenism in asia Minor and the process of 
islamization from the eleventh through the fifteenth century. Berkeley 1971, 250-258. 
10 see h. hunger, Katalog der griechischen handschriften der Österreichischen national-
bibliothek, 1. codices historici, codices philosophici et philologici (Museion, 4/1). wien 
1961, 202-203. 
11 see e. lamberz, das Geschenk des Kaisers Manuel ii an das Kloster saint-denis und 
der “Metochitesschreiber” Michael Klostomalles, in: B. Borkopp – th. steppan (ed.), 
Λιθόστρωτον. studien zur byzantinischen Kunst und Geschichte. festschrift für Mar-
cell Restle. stuttgart 2000, 155-165 and especially 158-159 for the identification of the 
“Metochitesschreiber” with Michael Klostomalles. 
12 see G. prato, i manoscritti greci dei secoli xiii e xiv: note paleografiche, in: d. harlfin-
ger – G. prato (ed.), paleografia e codicologia greca. atti del ii colloquio internazio-
nale, Berlino – wolfenbüttel, 17-21 ottobre 1983, alessandria 1991, 131-149 [repr. in: 
id., studi di paleografia greca (Collectanea, 4). spoleto 1994, 115-131, here 123-127]; e. 
lamberz, Georgios Bullotes, Michael Klostomalles und die byzantinische Kaiserkanzlei 
unter andronikos ii. und andronikos iii. in den Jahren 1298-1329, in: B. Mondrain 
(ed.), lire et écrire à Byzance (Collège de France – CnRs Centre de recherche d’histoire et 
civilisation de Byzance. Monographies, 19). paris 2006, 33-48, here 44-47 and idem, das 
Geschenk (cited n. 11), passim.
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1312. in addition, based on the two following certainties, firstly, that the contents of 
the codex vind. phil. gr. 95 are placed in chronological order13 and, secondly, that 
the Byzantios succeeds the monody dedicated to the mother of andronikos ii, who 
died in 1303, the terminus post quem of Byzantios’ delivery cannot be set at earlier 
than 1303.14 however, we could place this terminus post quem even later, thanks to 
Byzantios’ immediate sequence after Metochites’ other famous oration called Ethikos. 
i. polemis agrees with i. Ševčenko that the date of Ethikos was around 1305, as Meto-
chites mentions there the young age of his children.15 Though this is not concrete 
and sufficient evidence in order to draw safe conclusions on the date of the oration. 
for example, one could argue that the date of Ethikos was later, i.e. 1307. This was the 
year when the catalan merceneries finally departed from the Thracian granary and 
the famine that had struck constantinople in the winter 1306-1307 came to an end. 
This heavy famine resulted in the risky decision by emperor andronikos ii to force 
the blocking of the Thracian granary’s cultivation. The scope of this controversial 
scheme was to make the raiding catalans starve, to move to the west and abandon 
the idea of conquering constantinople.16 in light of the above, one could assume that 
Metochites is complaining in his Ethikos that he does not have sufficient time for his 
scholarly activity that not only because of his family obligations but also because of 
his urgent political duties in the imperial court regarding the deep sociopolitical cri-
sis caused by the catalan merceneries and by andronikos’ ii subsequent reaction.17 
13 see i. Ševčenko, observations sur les recueils des Discours et des Poèmes de Th. Méto-
chite et sur la Bibliothèque de chora à constantinople. script 5 (1951) 279-288, especially 
282-283 and 286-288 and i. Ševčenko, la vie intellectuelle et politique à Byzance sous les 
premiers paléologues. Études sur la polémique entre Théodore Métochite et nicéphore 
choumnos (Corpus Bruxellense Historiae Byzantinae. subsidia, 3). Brussels 1962, 135-
144.
14 see Ševčenko, observations (cited n. 13), 282 n. 10, and polemis, Λαμπηνὸς (cited n. 
5), 6-8.
15 see Ševčenko, Études (cited n. 13), 141 n. 2, where the year 1305 is not specifically 
mentioned, and polemis, Ἠθικός (cited n. 5), 9*-10* n. 4.
16 see George pachymeres, Relations historiques. Édition, introduction, notes par a. fail-
ler, traduction française par v. laurent (CFHB, 24/2), 2. paris 1984, 628; a.-M. Maf-
fry talbot, The correspondence of athanasius i, patriarch of constantinople. letters 
to the emperor andronicus ii, Members of the imperial family, and officials (CFHB, 
7). washington, 1975, letters 67, 72, 73, 74, 78, 93, 100, 106; a.e. laiou, The provision-
ing of constantinople during the winter of 1306-1307. Byz 37 (1967) 91-113 and eadem, 
constantinople and the latins. The foreign policy of andronicus ii 1282-1328 (Harvard 
Historical studies, 88). harvard 1972, 182-183. for a detailed review of the catalan at-
tack and the Byzantine defense see eadem, constantinople and the latins (cited above), 
158-199.  
17 on Metochites’ complaints see polemis, Ἠθικός (cited n. 5), 186.4-204.8 (§ 45-48). This 
part of the oration has been analysed in the introduction of polemis, Ἠθικός (cited n. 
5), 120*-131* as an echo of discussions among scholars of the early palaiologan period 
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according to this hypothesis, the terminus post quem of Ethikos could be shifted to 
1307 and the terminus post quem of the following Byzantios  could be shifted even 
later than that. 
due to some striking similarities between parts of Byzantios of Metochites and 
the praise of constantinople, which is contained in the imperial oration to androni-
kos ii, composed by another early palaiologan scholar, nikolaos lampenos, between 
1296 and 1303, i. polemis has argued that Metochites’ paradigmatic city-praise should 
perhaps be dated earlier than lampenos’ oration, more specifically before 1303.18 
This is, nevertheless, a rather radical proposal. firstly, it contradicts the generally 
accepted chronological order of the oeuvres contained in the codex vind. phil. gr. 
95.19 secondly, it contradicts some of Byzantios’ internal indicators, which, as will 
be shown hereinafter, are supportive of the dating of the oration after the famine of 
1306-1307.20 
Regarding the performance setting of Byzantios’ it is presumed that the long 
city-praise was delivered in one of the several θέατρα of the early palaiologan era, 
i.e. gatherings or salons of literati hosted by powerful patrons, in which mainly rhe-
torical and literary pieces were performed.21 furthermore, due to Metochites’ status 
on the dilemma vita contemplativa – vita activa. on Metochites’ family obligations see po-
lemis, Ἠθικός (cited n. 5), 190.20-192.19 and on Metochites’ reference to his pressing 
political engagement see polemis, Ἠθικός (cited n. 5), 190.16-190.18 και 194.2-194.7.
18 see polemis, Bασιλικοὶ λόγοι (cited n. 5), 110-113 and again in polemis, testimony 
(cited n. 5), 244 n. 5. 
19 see above n. 13. in order to overcome this dating difficulty i. polemis suggested further 
that the possibility of a second improved edition of lampenos’ speech, posterior to the 
one of Byzantios, cannot be excluded [see polemis, Βασιλικοί λόγοι (cited n. 5), 113]. af-
ter reading both texts though, Byzantios and the imperial oration by lampenos, i gained 
the impression that lampenos was not more influenced by Metochites’ huge Byzantios 
than by Metochites’ much shorter encomium of nikaia. The aspect of the orations’ extent 
as a crucial discriminative and taxonomical factor as far as it concerns the independent 
city encomia, was discussed in a talk i gave last december (cited n. 6) and consists one 
of the main conclusions of my dissertation which is under preparation. 
20 see below on p. 116-118.
21 see i. toth, imperial orations in late Byzantium (d.phil. dissertation). university of 
oxford 2003, 209-214 about matters of “occasion”, “ceremonial”, “audience” and “pub-
lication” of the imperial orations, that were very much en vogue during the palaiologan 
era. Generally about the θέατρα during the Byzantine period see G. cavallo, leggere 
a Bisanzio. Milan 2007, 73-82, 95-101; specifically on λate Byzantium see Ι. Τoth, Rhe-
torical theatron in late Byzantium. The Εxample of palaiologan Ιmperial Οrations, in: 
M. Grünbart (ed.), Theatron. Rhetorische Kultur in spätantike und Mittelalter (Milleni-
um-studien, 13). vienna 2007, 429-48, here 436-445 and lately Ν. Gaul, Thomas Magis-
tros und die spätbyzantinische sophistik. studien zum humanismus urbaner eliten der 
frühen palaiologenzeit (Mainzer Veröffentlichungen zur Byzantinistik, 10). wiesbaden 
2011, 18-53. 
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one could assume that the Byzantios speech might have even been presented in the 
emperor᾽s θέατρον, the most prestigious of them all. 
concerning the controversial matter of whether Metochites may or may not 
have presented the – according to a. Rhoby – four and a half hour speech orally,22 i 
believe that besides the attested trend in Byzantium to deliver most different kinds 
of orations before an audience,23 this would have been very likely also on the ground 
of two ex silentio arguments.
firstly, Metochites used as a paradigm of his Byzantios the similarly lengthy and 
also independent praise of athens compiled by aelius aristides in the middle of the 
2nd century ad. due to Metochites’ deep admiration of the prominent rhetor of the 
second sophistic24 and due to Panathenaikos’ central role in the Byzantine rhetoric in 
general25 and in the late antique evolution of the genre of the extended independent 
22 i am not entirely persuaded by a. Rhoby, who in a recent article doubts that the speech 
was delivered orally. his argument is based on a comparison between Byzantios and 
Metochites’ earlier nicaean oration, two works written by the same author but presented 
in different performance contexts and with totally different goals. see Rhoby, Metochites’ 
Byzantios (cited n. 4), 85.
23 see Ε.c. Bourbouchakis, Rhetoric and performance, in: p. stephenson (ed.), The Byz-
antine world. london – new York 2010, 175-187, where the orality and the perfomativity 
of most of the Byzantine rhetorical oeuvres is being proposed. idem, 177: “publication 
in a manner of speaking, was achieved through performance”.
24 on the one hand, apart from the already attested aristides’ similia in several oeuvres of 
Metochites’ [see respectively polemis, Bασιλικοί λόγοι (cited n. 5), passim and idem, 
Ἠθικός (cited n. 5)] there is Metochites’ balanced comparatio between demosthenes 
and aelius aristides, where Metochites shows his preference towards aristides [see M. 
Gigante, teodoro Metochites. saggio critico su demostene e aristide (testi e Docu-
menti per lo studio dell’antichità, 27). Milano – varese 1969, viii.14-33, xxxiv.24-28, 
xxxv.1-13]. on the other hand, according to the results of the forthcoming project on 
the publication of aristides’ manuscripts, which has been led within the univ. of stras-
bourg by l. pernot and l. Quattrocelli, two things are known; firstly, it has been argued 
for a “firework” transmission of aristides’ manuscripts in the early palaiologan era (see i. 
pérez Martín, Gregory of cyprus and aelius aristides. some considerations on their 
works and their transmission. paper delivered at the international colloquium “George 
of cyprus and his world”. Thursday 18 october 2012, The hellenic centre, Great hall. 
london, 7-8, 11 (http://digital.csic.es/bitstream/10261/59119/3/Gregoryofcyprusaa-
ristidesconf.pdf). secondly, we know that enough of those manuscripts are linked with 
the chora monastery and with Theodore Metochites himself (see i. pérez Martín, elio 
aristides en el Monasterio de cora, in: f.G. hernández Muñoz (ed.), la tradición y la 
transmisión de los oradores y rétores griegos. Berlin 2012, 213-238 especially 223-227).
25 aelius aristides was considered to be one of the most prominent ancient rhetors up 
to the Renaissance. for his reception at Byzantium see d. hernández de la fuente, 
elio aristides como modelo retórico desde la antigüedad tardía al Renacimiento, in: 
R. García Gasco – s. González sánchez – d. hernández de la fuente (ed.), The 
Theodosian age (ad 379-455). power, place, belief and learning at the end of the west-
ern empire. oxford 2013, 223-228 and more detailed f. Robert, enquête sur la présence 
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city praises specifically,26 it is rather unlikely that Metochites would have overlooked 
aristides’ comment on the Panathenaikos’ extraordinary length. aristides suggested 
that rhetors should feel free – if necessary – to take their time with their oral perfor-
mances at the festivals just like athletes and musicians.27 
secondly, considering the facts that the Byzantios oration was not presented in 
the 2nd  century ad but in the 14th century and not during a rhetorical contest of a 
late antique religious festival but in a late Byzantine θέατρον one can imagine that this 
lengthy speech could have been delivered orally much easier than the officially held 
Panathenaikos and could have been interrupted whenever necessary and could even 
have been continued later on. George akropolites offers an example of the Byzantine 
emperor’s intervention possibilities regarding the delivery of the imperial orations. 
The author mentions that the emperor was annoyed by the fact that a late evening 
oration delivered orally by akropolites would delay the court’s dinner, a fact which 
may have led to the interruption of the disturbing oration.28
The Byzantios oration: illusions and realities of power
in order to identify the illusions and realities of power in the Byzantios logos, it is 
useful to first take a closer look at its structure and to subsequentely examine the cred-
ibility of the Byzantios’ laudatory topics, as displayed in this sophisticated and often 
d’Ælius aristide et de son œuvre dans la littérature grecque du iie au xve siècle de notre 
ère. anabases 10 (2009) 141-160 http://anabases.revues.org/659
26 see pougounia (cited n. 3), 172-274, where the contigency between Panathenaikos and 
Byzantios is confined to just a dozen rather superficial similia. i. pougounia has attempted 
instead throughout the introduction and the commentary to show Byzantios’ dependance 
on the “how to praise a city”-instructions of Menander. The problem with this assump-
tion is that Menander’s manuscript transmission was very sparse in late Byzantium in 
comparison to that of aristides’ [see the Αppendix in: ibid, 295-297 and d. Russell – 
n. wilson, Menander Rhetor. edited with translation and commentary. oxford 1981, 
xl-xliv, where regarding Byzantium, only nine manuscripts of Menander treatises are 
attested].
27 see f.w. lenz – c.a. Behr, p. aelii aristidis opera Quae exstant omnia, i. orationes i-
xvi complectens. leiden 1976-1980, 185-186: Ὁρῶ μὲν οὖν καὶ τὸν λόγον ἐκτεινόμενον 
[…] ἔπειτα ἐνθυμητέον καὶ ἀπ᾽ αὐτοῦ τοῦ συμβόλου τῶν λόγων ὅτι οὐδὲ τὴν τῶν Πα-
ναθηναίων αὐτῶν ἑορτὴν ἡμῖν ἡμέρας μιᾶς ἀνάγκη μετρεῖν, ἀλλ᾽, εἴ γε καὶ τοῦτο δεῖ 
προσθεῖναι, καὶ τὸ πλῆθος τῶν ἡμερῶν κόσμου χάριν καὶ σεμνότητος ἀνεῖται· […] ὥσπερ 
οὖν τοῖς τῶν ἄθλων γυμνασίοις οὐκ ἀχθόμεθα ἐντυγχάνοντες ἐφ᾽ ἡμέρᾳ, ἀλλ᾽ ἐν κέρ-
δους μέρει τῆς ἀεὶ παρούσης θέας ἀπολαύομεν, οὕτω καὶ περὶ τῶν λόγων ἔχειν εἰκός, καὶ 
ταῦτά γε τῶν τῇ πανηγύρει συγκεκληρωμένων, πάντως οὐχ ἑώλοις ἀεὶ τοῖς ὑπολειφθεῖσιν 
ἐντεύξεσθε, οὐδ᾽ ἀτιμοτέροις ἐκείνων συνεῖναι.
28 see a. heisenberg – p. wirth, Georgii acropolitae opera, i. leipzig 1978, 189: ἠνάγ­
κασαν τὸν βασιλέα ἐπ᾽ ἀκροάσει γενέσθαι τοῦ λόγου. Ὁ μὲν βασιλεὺς ἐδυσχέραινεν, 
ἤδη γὰρ μεσεμβρινὰς τὰς ἀκτῖνας ὁ ἥλιος ἔβαλλε καὶ ὁ τοῦ ἀρίστου παρῄει καιρός ***
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obscure text of Metochites.29 in order to do so i will also take into consideration the 
research on the various features of early 14th century constantinople. furthermore, 
i will attempt to distinguish which praising topics appear more often than others 
and to what extent, and according to their frequency i will attempt to determine the 
deeper intentions of Metochites.
preface (233v-237r)30
1. location, nature and climate of the city (237r-251r)
2. foundation of the city (251r-263r)
3. The walls, the rich urban cityscape inside and outside of the city, the numer-
ous artworks, the raw materials and the goods circulating from and towards 
the city, the city’s constant renewal (263r-274v)
4. The piety of the inhabitants: the virgin Mary as the city’s protector, the mul-
titude of its churches and hagia sophia (274v-279v)
5. The culture of education (philosophy and rhetoric) (279v-280v)
6. ports (commerce, wealth and welcoming attitude towards arriving people) 
and commonwealth (280v-285r) 
7. historical review i (Roman and Greek conquests and patriotic spirit) (285r-
287r)
8. historical review ii (keeping of the faith and the dogmas in the entire empire 
(287r-293r)
9. Brief summarizing encomium of constantinople (293r-295v)
29 on the δεινότης, i.e. rhetorical force, that characterizes the style of Metochites, see 
Ševčenko, Études (cited n. 13), 53-61. on a fresher insight into the deliberate obfusca-
tion of Metochites, who is supposed to have used his writings primarily as a means of 
social distinction by employing a language accessible only to a small group of adepts see 
the abstract of the talk by a. Riehle titled “social agendas in the late Byzantine court: 
Reassessing the controversy between nikephoros choumnos and Theodore Metochites” 
held at the 36th annual Byz. studies conference (univ. of pennsylvania, philadelphia, 
oct 8, 2010) https://www.academia.edu/1696560/social_agendas_in_the_late_Byzan-
tine_court_Reassessing_the_controversy_between_nikephoros_choumnos_and_Theo-
dore_Metochites. in agreement with i. Ševčenko the emphasis put by both nikephoros 
choumnos and Theodore Metochites on their stylistic differences have been interepreted 
also by a. Rhoby as a result of their political differences, see Rhoby, Metochites’ Byzan-
tios (cited n. 4), 99 n. 139.
30 i. pougounia was kind enough to place at my disposal the Greek text, to which i shall 
be referring. due to the fact that i. pougounia did not send me the final version of the 
dissertation, i had no other choice than to refer to the Byzantios’ text according to the 
manuscript folios. My paper was already under publication, when the recent book by 
i.d. polemis was published [Θεόδωρος Μετοχίτης, Βυζάντιος ἢ περὶ τῆς βασιλίδος 
μεγαλοπόλεως: Κοσμολογία καὶ ρητορική κατὰ τὸν ΙΔ´αἰῶνα. Εἰσαγωγή, κριτικὴ ἔκδοση, 
μετάφραση, σημειώσεις Ἰ. Πολέμης (Βυζαντινοὶ Συγγραφεῖς, 18). Τhessalonike 2013]. 
as a result i was not able to refer to the aforementioned critical edition of the Byzantios 
oration.
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10. comparison between constantinople and Babylon, alexandria, antioch and 
Rome (295v-301v)
■ introduction to the comparison (295v-297r)
■ comparison to Babylon (297r-299r)
■ comparison to alexandria and antioch (299r-301r)31
■ comparison to Rome (301r-301v)
The text begins with a preface of approximately eight folia, in which a modest Meto-
chites presents the casus scribendi and the inherent difficulties of the task at hand. 
This is followed by a long section of approximately fifteen folia (section 1), in 
which Metochites praises the ideal central location of the city, its interesting topogra-
phy, its mild climate, its fertile soil, and finally in a smaller section he praises con-
stantinople’s profits from the shipping grain trade.32 Most of the above, i.e. location, 
topography, climate and ground fertility, are indeed close to reality,33 but the section 
concerning the profits from the grain trade requires further analysis.
on the one hand it is a fact that during the late Byzantine period italian mer-
chants had an advantage over the Byzantine ones, due to the tax exemptions and 
the privileges granted to the former by the Byzantine emperors, but also due to the 
gradual formation of a late medieval “world-system”, that resulted in the “commercial 
revolution” of the 13th century, in which the north italian trade centers had a leading 
role. in fact the grain trade was one of the most lucrative aspects of this international 
commercial nexus for the italian mercantile cities. consequently, one wonders why 
Metochites would include this laudatio of the grain trade in an early 14th century 
constantinopolitan praise. 
More specifically, the first half of the 14th century, at the beginning of which 
Byzantios was composed, is regarded as the culmination of the venetian and main-
31 at this point i. pougounia detected, as Ševčenko, Études (cited n. 17), 205ff. and fen-
ster, laudes (cited n. 1), 196 detected before her, the discontinuity of the last three folia 
of Byzantios and corrected it in the same manner as e. fenster by placing folio 302 inbe-
tween folia 299 and 300.  
32 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 250r-250v: Τίς δ᾽ ἂν ταῦτα πάντα κατὰ θνητῶν ἀνθρώπων μυ­
θή σαιτο; Ἢ τίνες ἂν ἢ πόσαι γλῶτται τοσοῦτο πρᾶγμα πάντοθεν ἀνέφικτον πειρᾶσθαι; 
Πλεί στη δ᾽ οὖν ὅμως καὶ παρὰ πλείστοις καὶ σφόδρα κρατοῦσα τῆς μεγαλοδοξίας ἀφορ­
μὴ καὶ πάντας ἀνθρώπους ἐπιστρέφουσα τῇ πόλει νοῦν ἔχειν ὡς ἄλλο τί ποτ’ ὂν ἐνταῦθα 
ἢ κατ᾽ ἄλλ᾽ ἅπαντα πράγματα καὶ ἡ τῆς σιτοπομπίας αὕτη χορηγία διὰ πάντων ἐθνῶν καὶ 
χωρῶν καὶ πόλεων καὶ τὸ μέγα τῆς πόλεως ὄνομα ξυμπαραπέμπουσα μετ᾽ εὐφημίας, ὅσα 
εἰκὸς τοῖς τε πραττομένοις ἑκάστοτε τὴν χρείαν καὶ τῇ προτιθείσῃ πᾶσι τοὺς θησαυροὺς 
ἑτοίμῃ τῆς χρείας καὶ ἀεννάους ἑκάστοις πλεῖν ἢ καὶ κατὰ τὴν χρείαν, οἶμαι.
33 Regarding the balanced climate of constantinople praised by Metochites it is difficult 
not to be rather suspicious due to the “little ice age” phenomenon, which according to 
recent historical climatology research must have affected Byzantium as well since the 
middle 13th century (see below n. 37). 
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ly of the Genoese penetration in the aegean and Black sea trade.34 This phenomenon 
began in the 12th century comnenian period, due to the favorable politics of the 
Byzantine emperors towards the italian maritime cities.35 But after the fall of con-
stantinople to the latin crusaders in 1204 the italian presence in the eastern Medi-
terranean intensified because of the reorientation of long-distance grain and luxury 
items trade towards the west. The reasons for this power shift in the eastern Medi-
terranean and in the Black sea regions were twofold. firstly, between the mid-13th 
and the mid-14th century the west experienced the rapid onset of the so called 
“commercial revolution”. Thanks to the new supplies of coined silver from mines in 
eastern europe after the third crusade at the end of the 12th century the dominant 
landowning elite demanded dues from their vassals in hard cash rather than products 
or services. as a result they had enough money at their disposal to live away from 
their estates in new capital cities that were more and more dependent on a distant 
trade in bulk and luxury goods.36 secondly, famines in europe already in the middle 
of the 13th century – most probably caused by the so called global “little ice age” 
(middle 13th to 19th  century) –37 had forced venice and Genoa to search for alter-
34 see more broadly M. Balard, latins in the aegean and the Balkans (1300-1400), in: 
shepard, cambridge history (cited n. 8), 834-851, here 834-838; idem, le grand com-
merce, in: laiou – Morrisson, le monde byzantin, 3 (cited n. 7), 117-127, here 118-122; 
more specifically f. thiriet, la Romanie vénitienne au Moyen age. le developpment 
et l’exploitation du domaine colonial vénitien (xiie-xve siècles). paris 1959; M. nys-
tazopoulou pélékidis, venise et la Mer noire du xie au xve siècle, in: a. pertusi 
(ed.), venezia e il levante fino al secolo xv, 1. firenze 1973, 541-582, here 550-570 and 
M. Balard, la Romanie génoise (xiie-début du xve siècle), 2 (Bibliothèque des Écoles 
Françaises dἈthènes et de Rome, 235 / atti della società Ligure di storia Patria. nuova 
serie, 18/1). Rome – Genoa 1978, 717-868.
35 concerning the favorable politics of the Byzantine emperors towards the italian mari-
time cities see indicatively R.-J. lilie, handel und politik zwischen dem Byzantinischen 
Reich und den italienischen Kommunen venedig, pisa und Genua in der epoche der 
Komnenen und angeloi (1081-1204). amsterdam 1984; p. frankopan, Byzantine trade 
privileges to venice in the eleventh century: the chrysobull of 1092. Journal of Medieval 
History 30 (2004), 135-160; d.M. nicol, The last centuries of Byzantium. 1261–1453, 
cambridge 21993, 41-48; laiou, constantinople and the latins (cited n. 16), 11, 16-17, 
57-76 and 260-277 on the treaties signed between the first two palaiologoi on the one 
hand and with venice and Genoa on the other and summarily n. oikonomides, The 
Role of the Byzantine state in the economy, in: a. laiou et al. (ed.), The economic 
history of Byzantium. 2. (Dos, 39). washington d.c. 2002, 973-1058, here 1050-1055. 
36 on the above see the study of p. spufford, Money and its use in Medieval europe. cam-
bridge 1988, 240-265 and on the specifities of this far-flung trade conducted by the ital-
ian mercantile republics see idem, power and profit. The Merchant in Medieval europe. 
london 2002.
37 see indicatively http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/little_ice_and M.Ε. Mann, little ice age, in: 
M.c. Maccracken – J.s. perry (ed.), encyclopedia of Global environmental change, 1. 
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native sources of staples. The Black sea coastal areas contained supplies that could 
meet european demand at relatively low cost, providing the italians – mainly the 
Genoese – with another wheat trade network in addition to the one they had already 
developed in the Mediterranean. This caused a further decrease of the Byzantine 
merchants’ status.38 as a result, from the mid 13th century the latter gradually entered 
the regional and interregional Mediterranean trade as junior partners of the italian 
merchants.39 
in addition to the above there follows in this first section of Byzantios another 
peculiar and sympathetic reference to the italian merchants, who – according to 
Metochites – like many other groups of foreigners, were coming to the city from their 
less privileged countries far away, in order to improve their living condition.40 how-
ever in light of the above analyzed advantageous position of the italian merchants this 
comment sounds suspiciously exaggerated. was Metochites so little informed about 
the exact status of the italian merchants in the early palaiologan constantinople or 
The earth system. physical and chemical dimensions of Global environmental change, 
chichester 2002, 504-509 http://www.meteo.psu.edu/holocene/public_html/shared/ar-
ticles/littleiceage.pdf
38 on the subsidence of the Byzantine merchants regarding long-distance trade during the 
early palaiologan period as depicted in the few contemporary Genoese archival sources 
see the complementary and chronologically gradual contributions by K.-p. Matschke, 
Zum charakter des byzantinischen schwarzmeerhandels im 13. bis 15. Jahrhundert. 
Wissenschaftliche zeitschrift der Karl-Marx-Universität Leipzig 19 (1970) 447-458; n. 
oikonomides, hommes d’affaires grecs et latins à constantinople. xiiie–xve siècles. 
Montreal – paris 1979, 83-92; a.e. laiou, The Byzantine economy in the Mediterranean 
trade system. Thirteenth–fifteenth centuries. DoP 34-35 (1980-81) 177-222, passim 
(repr. in: eadem, Gender, society and economic life in Byzantium. london, 1992, vii); 
eadem, The Greek Merchant of the palaeologan period. a collective portrait. Πρακτικά 
της aκαδημίας aθηνών 57 (1982) 96-132, here 100-101 (repr. in: eadem, Gender, society 
and economic life [cited above in this note]); K.-p. Matschke, Byzantinische politiker 
und byzantinische Kaufleute im Ringen um die Beteiligung am schwarzmeerhandel in 
der Mitte des 14. Jahrhunderts. Mitteilungen des Bulgarischen Forschungsinstituts in Ös-
terreich 6/2 (1984) 75-95, here 76ff. 
39 see a.e. laiou, The Byzantine Εconomy. an overview, in: laiou et al., economic his-
tory (cited n. 35), 1145-1164, here 1159-1160; K. smyrlis, Byzantium, in: h. Kitsiko-
poulos (ed.), agrarian change and crisis in europe, 1200-1500 (Routledge Research in 
Medieval studies, 1). new York 2012, 128-166, here 143.
40 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 250v: καὶ ὁρῶμεν, ὡς ἀληθῶς, ἅπαντας ἀνθρώπους, ὅσοι δυ­
στυχεῖς ἐπ᾽ οἴκου πρὸς τὴν ἀπαραίτητον ἑκάστοτε μετουσίαν, ὡς ἔπος εἰπεῖν, τῆς ζωῆς 
καὶ οὐκ ἔστι κατὰ χώραν σφίσι χρῆσθαι, τάχιστ᾽ ἔπειτα καὶ ῥᾷστα τῇδε προστρέχοντας εὖ 
μάλ᾽ ἡμῖν ὡς ἄρα γε δοκοῦν ἑκάστοις τὴν πικρὰν ὑπαλλάξαι τύχην ἐξεῖναι τῆς ἐντεῦθεν 
εὐφορίας ἀεὶ μόνης καὶ τὴν ἐπήρειαν τῶν καιρῶν εὖ θέσθαι· καὶ οὐ δοκοῦν μόνον οὕτως 
ἀλλὰ καὶ ξυμβαῖνον ἔπειτα τοῖς ἔργοις αὐτίκα, ὅστις τῆς ἐνταῦθα εὐγαίου πειρῷτο σαφῶς· 
καὶ στενοῦται μὲν ἡ θάλαττα σχεδόν, ὡς εἰπεῖν, τοῖς τοσούτοις φορταγωγοῖς καταστόλοις 
ἰταλικοῖς καὶ τοῖς ἄλλοις ἅπασιν.
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did he have specific reasons to misinterpret the attested privileged position of the 
venetians and the Genoese traders? 
as recent research has shown, it is a fact that italian merchants needed consid-
erable cash flow in order to purchase the luxury items produced in the east and to 
export them at very high profit to the wealthy late medieval cities. as a result the 
“levant trade”, i.e. the small-scale trade of various agricultural and manufactured 
items between east and west was a conditio sine qua non for them to maintain their 
central role in the even more lucrative international luxury trading system.41 so 
perhaps this dependance of the italians on the small-scale intraregional trade in the 
aegean and the Black sea is what Metochites probably refers to by his above under-
estimating comment. 
in this sense, both the exaggeration (αὔξησις) of the inferior role of the Byz-
antine merchants42 and the opposite rhetorical device of understatement (μείωσις) 
regarding the undisputably privileged italian merchants43 appear to support the view 
that the oration was most probably delivered after the constantinopolitan famine of 
1306-1307.44 with regard to that striking comment of Metochites on the acclaimed 
lucrative grain trade to and from constantinople in the years between 1307 and 1311, 
there remain just two possible and perhaps complementary explanations. either it is 
a realistic comment, which however only refers to the profiteering italian merchants, 
an explanation less probable in my view, as i cannot see any motive for such a com-
ment on the part of Metochites, or it is a “wishful thinking”-kind of argument, which 
implies that Metochites would have liked the Byzantine merchants to follow the ex-
ample of the contemporary italian merchants already occupied in the very lucrative 
“local” and “international” grain and luxury items trade.45 so Metochites’ intention 
must have been to encourage the Byzantine merchants to get more involved in the 
grain trade, which at the time, i.e. after the ending of the catalan campaign and the 
famine in constantinople, was even more promising than before.
in addition, there is some evidence that by the middle of the 14th century the 
traditional aristocratic dislike for commerce and manufacture and the persistence in 
41 see J. day, The levant trade in the Middle ages, in: laiou et al., economic history 
(cited n. 35), 807-814, here 813-814. 
42 see above p. 117 n. 38. 
43 see above pp. 115-117.
44 see above p. 110 and n. 16.
45 “local” refers to the trade exploited in and around the Black sea region, while “interna-
tional” to the trade reaching central asia, persia, china, and even india – most of the 
times with the collaboration of the Mongols. on the latter see n. di cosmo, Mongols 
and Merchants on the Black sea frontier (13th -14th c.). convergences and conflicts, 
in: R. amitai – M. Biran (ed.), Mongol nomads and sedentary societies. leiden 2005, 
391-424, here 397-399.
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the aristotelian αὐτάρκεια46 had already started to change.47 in this light “the wealth 
flowing into the city due to the grain trade”48 may not have been at all unrealistic, 
and the passage might be understood also as a lively way of demonstrating to the 
audience of Byzantios’ the significance of a more intense occupation with this prof-
itable kind of trade.
after the first section there follow another thirteen folia (section 2) on the foun-
dation of the city by constantine i, who is praised for his cardinal virtues and for 
his providential actions. it was he who, according to the text, chose constantinople’s 
central location, in order to make the city the acropolis of the entire empire, who 
organized it on the basis of justice and meritocracy,49 and who initiated the empire’s 
46 on the ambivalence of the merchant’s position during the middle Βyzantine period, 
see K.-p. Matschke, Bemerkungen zu den sozialen trägern des spätbyzantinischen 
handels, ByzBulg 7 (1981) 253-261; hendy (cited n. 7), 567-569; a. Giardina, Modi 
di scambio e valori sociali nel mondo bizantino (iv-xii secolo), in: Mercati e mercanti 
nell’alto medioevo. l’area euroasiatica e l’area mediterranea, 23-29 aprile 1992 (settimane 
di studio del Centro italiano di studi sull’alto medioevo, 40). spoleto 1993, 523-586, here 
572-584; G. dagron, The urban economy, seventh-twelfth centuries, in: laiou et 
al., economic history (cited n. 35), 428-29 n. 180; a.e. laiou, exchange and Τrade. 
seventh-twelfth centuries, in: laiou et al., economic history (cited n. 35), 697-770, 
here 749-754; eadem, economic Thought and ideology, in: a. laiou et al., economic 
history (cited n. 35), 1123-1144, passim and lately eadem, trade, profit, and salvation 
in the late patristic and the early Byzantine period, in: s.R. holman (ed.), wealth and 
poverty in early church and society (Holy Cross studies in Patristic Theology and His-
tory). Grand Rapids, Michigan 2008, 221-264 for an investigation of the patristic texts 
and the hagiographical sources of the early and middle Βyzantine period respectively. 
47 see oikonomides, hommes (cited n. 38), 114-123; a.e. laiou, Monopoly and privi-
lege. the Byzantine Reaction to the Genoese presence in the Black sea, in: l. Balleto 
(ed.), oriente e occidente tra medioevo ed età moderna. studi in onore di Geo pistarino, 
2. Genova 1997, 675-686,  here 678-682; eadem, The palaiologoi and the world around 
them (1261-1400), in: shepard, cambridge history (cited n. 8), 803-833, here 818-821; 
K.-p. Matschke, commerce, trade, Markets, and Money, Thirteenth-fifteenth centu-
ries, in: laiou et al., economic history (cited n. 35), 771-806, here 803-805 on the mid-
14th century emergence of a specific group of constantinopolitan merchants, namely 
the aristocratic entrepreneurs.
48 see above n. 32 here cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 250r-250v: […] καὶ ἡ τῆς σιτοπομπίας αὕτη χο-
ρηγία διὰ πάντων ἐθνῶν καὶ χωρῶν καὶ πόλεων καὶ τὸ μέγα τῆς πόλεως ὄνομα ξυμπαρα­
πέμπουσα μετ᾽ εὐφημίας, ὅσα εἰκὸς τοῖς τε πραττομένοις ἑκάστοτε τὴν χρείαν καὶ τῇ 
προτιθείσῃ πᾶσι τοὺς θησαυροὺς ἑτοίμους τῆς χρείας καὶ ἀεννάους ἑκάστοις πλεῖν ἢ καὶ 
κατὰ τὴν χρείαν, οἶμαι.
49 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 259r-259v: καὶ λυσιτελεῖν ἐπὶ τῶν κοινῶν τοὺς ἐν ἥττοσι βελ-
τίστους τε καὶ διαπρεπεῖς καὶ μάλιστ᾽ ἐπιδεδειγμένους καὶ τετυχηκότας ὧν ἂν δέοι τοῖς 
μείζοσι προσήκειν, καὶ προήκειν εὖ μάλα δικαίως ἐξ ἐκείνων εἰς ταῦτα, ἐξ ἀριστεύσαντος 
λοχαγοῦ ταξιαρχεῖν κἀκ τούτου βελτίστου στρατηγὸν δείκνυσθαι τὴν τάξιν βελτίστην 
εἶναι καὶ πολὺ τὸ δίκαιον ἀμφοτέρωθεν τοῖς τε πράγμασιν αὐτοῖς προσήκειν τοὺς ἐπ᾽ 
αὐτοῖς καὶ σφίσιν αὖθις προσήκειν τὰ πράγματ᾽ αὐτὰ καὶ τὰς ἐπιτηδεύσεις καὶ τὸ πεφυκὸς 
τῆς ἁρμονίας ἑκατέρωθεν ἀπαντᾶν οὕτω καὶ συμβαίνειν εὖ.
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territorial expansion following the divine plan of spreading christianity and preserv-
ing the christian faith.50 Beside the fact that the cities’ founders (οἰκισταί) had been 
at least since the late 3rd century ad constitutive parts of the laudes urbium – as 
codified in the Menandrean instructions51– and in light of the fact that the enco-
mium of the city’s contemporary ruler almost never consisted part of a laus urbis, the 
praise of constantinople’s founder and of its first emperor, i.e. constantine i, might 
be a hint to the early 14th century elitist audience of Byzantios by reminding them 
of the need for a strong central imperial authority in the otherwise more and more 
fragmentated late Βyzantine world.52
The next twelve folia (section 3) are devoted to the beauty and urban character 
of the city, both within and without its strong walls. They describe the strength of 
the remains of the old buildings, the new ones, the many churches that “shine like 
stars and hold the stability of the city like anchors”,53 the numerous works of art and 
the competition among the craftsmen, the goods and raw materials shipped in and 
out of the city, and the city’s constant renewal. 
with regard to the “constant renewal”, the question arises as to how this could 
possibly be realized in the capital of an empire which was in deep crisis and whose 
state finances and its ability to control things were worsening dramatically.54 Yet 
there have been several studies in the last decades, like those by K. Matschke, v. 
50 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 261r: καί, εἰ μέγα καὶ πάντων, ὡς ἀληθῶς, εἰς δόξαν τῇ πόλει 
μέγιστον, ἢ πῶς γὰρ οὐ τὸ κατ᾽αὐτὴν ἀνθῆσαι καὶ προελθεῖν εἰς τὸν βίον τὴν ἀκμὴν 
τῶν πραγμάτων καὶ τῆς ὅλης τῶν Ῥωμαίων ἡγεμονίας καί, ἡνίκα τῶν χρόνων μάλιστ᾽ 
ἐκράτει ἢ πρότερον ἀεὶ πολλῷ δὴ μεῖζον ὄντως καὶ μεγαλοδοξότερον, ἐπ᾽αὐτῆς ἄρα 
τῆς ἀναδείξεως καὶ προόδου καὶ δυναστείας τῆς ἀληθείας τοῦ δόγματος τοῦ Χριστοῦ 
καὶ ταύτην συμπροελθεῖν καὶ καταστῆναι, οὐ μόνον, ὡς ἔοικε, βασίλεια τῆς ἀρχῆς καινὰ 
καινιζομένης ἀλλὰ καὶ τῆς θεοσεβείας αὐτῆς ἐντελῆ πρὸς τὴν χρείαν καὶ κατὰ λόγον εὖ 
μάλ᾽ ἡρμοσμένα, τῆς σπουδῆς ἄξια;
51 see Russell – wilson, Menander Rhetor (cited n. 26), 46. 4-30. 
52 see a.e. laiou, Byzantium and the neighboring powers. small-state policies and com-
plexities, in: s.t. Brooks (ed.), Byzantium. faith and power (1261–1557). perspectives 
on late Byzantine art and culture. new haven – london 2006, 42-53, here 50-51. 
53 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 267r: οἷον αὐτίκα δὴ νεῴ τε διὰ πάσης τῆς πόλεως ἀστράπτοντες 
παντὶ κάλλει καὶ πάσαις χάρισιν, οἷον ἀστέρες ὡς ἐν οὐρανῷ τῇ πόλει διαφανεῖς τῷ παντὶ 
σώματι, ἅμα μὲν κόσμων ὁ μέγιστος καὶ πρῶτος καὶ ἅμα πάσης ἀσφαλείας κοινοὶ σύνδε-
σμοι καὶ ὡς ἂν φαίη τις ἐφ᾽ ἱερῶν ἀγκυρῶν τὴν πόλιν ἐπὶ τούτων, ὡς ἀληθῶς, ἡδράσθαι 
καὶ θαῤῥεῖν ἄσειστα βιοῦσαν τὸν ἅπαντα αἰῶνα.
54 see above p. 108, n. 7 and 8. among the rich bibliography on the reign of the first two 
palaiologoi see laiou, constantinople and the latins (cited n. 16), passim and especially 
185-199 on the critical financial state of the recovered empire and its political interre-
lationships; eadem, Byzantine empire (cited n. 8) [repr. as eadem, palaiologoi (cited n. 
8)], where the state’s weakness is contrasted to several economic, social and cultural de-
velopments that showed considerable vitality, and eadem, overview in: laiou et al., 
economic history (cited n. 35), 1160.
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Kidonopoulos, a.-M. talbot and p. Magdalino,55 showing that there were actual 
signs of a slow uplift as regards the city’s buildings and infrastructure. The renova-
tions and the many new buildings56 were sponsored, on the one hand, by the first 
two palaiologoi, thanks to the relative increase in the state’s revenues from certain 
effective tax reforms implemented by the late laskarids and Michael viii and the 
military recovery of some areas in the Balkans and in asia Minor.57 on the other 
hand, renovations of religious and secular buildings were made possible through 
donations from certain wealthy members of the imperial court, the church and the 
constantinopolitan elite, who were often, like Theodore Metochites himself, profi-
teers at the expense of the state.58 
so this section of Byzantios also proves to be not that far from reality. But the 
fact is that by depicting in a positive light such unpleasant facts59 as the degeneracy 
and the bankruptcy of the recaptured capital of a rapidly shrinking empire or the 
money- and time-consuming renewal of the city’s buildings, which resulted in sev-
eral depreciations of the value of the hyperpyron,60 Metochites is actually aiming at 
something specific. he intends to praise the efforts made by the first two palaiolo-
goi, or at least those of his patron andronikos ii, to consolidate their role as rulers 
55 see v. Kidonopoulos, Bauten in Konstantinopel, 1204–1328. verfall und Zerstörung, 
Restaurierung, umbau und neubau von profan- und sakralbauten (Mainzer Veröffentli-
chungen zur Byzantinistik, 1). wiesbaden 1994, here 232-242; a.-M. talbot, The Resto-
ration of constantinople under Michael viii. DoP 47 (1993) 243-261, here 261; eadem, 
Building activity under andronikos ii. Τhe Role of women patrons in the construction 
and Restauration of Monasteries, in: Ν. necipoğlu (ed.), Byzantine constantinople. 
Monuments, topography and Εveryday life (The Medieval Mediterranean, 33). leiden 
– Boston – Köln 2001, 329-343; K.-p. Matschke, Builders and Building in late Byzan-
tine constantinople, in: necipoğlu, Byzantine constantinople (cited above), 315-328, 
here 315-317; p. Magdalino, Medieval constantinople. Built environment and urban 
development , in: laiou et al., economic history (cited n. 35), 529-37, here 535-536; 
v. Kidonopoulos, The urban physiognomy of constantinople from the latin conquest 
through the palaeologan era, in: Brooks, Byzantium (cited n. 52), 98-117, here 101-110 
and 113-117; Magdalino, Theodore Metochites (cited n. 4), here 178-179 and 185-187 
and summarizingly in a.e. laiou, constantinople sous les paléologues, in: laiou – 
Morrisson, le monde byzantin (cited n. 7), 131-141, here 131-138.
56 see Kidonopoulos, Bauten (cited n. 55), summarizing on p. 241.
57 see K. smyrlis, taxation Reform and the pronoia system in Thirteenth-century Byz-
antium, in: a. Ödekan – e. akyürek – n. necipoğlu (ed.), change in the Byzantine 
world in the twelfth and Thirteenth centuries. first international sevgi Gönül Byzantine 
studies symposium. proceedings. istanbul 2010, 211-217 here 217.
58 specifically on Metochites see i. Ševčenko, Theodore Metochites, the chora and the 
intellectual trends of his time, in: p. a. underwood (ed.), The Kariye djami, 4: stud-
ies in the art of the Kariye djami and its intellectual Background (Bollingen series, 70). 
princeton 1975, 19-91, here 31.
59 see Magdalino, Theodore Metochites (cited n. 4), 184-185.
60 see above p. 108, n. 7. 
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of the one and only, still prestigious and vital, capital of the otherwise fragmented 
Byzantine empire.61 
The next six folia (section 4) deal with an ideological-spiritual aspect of power, 
which is also part and parcel of the palaiologan reality, namely the piety of the inhabit-
ants of constantinople as reflected in the numerous churches and monasteries dedi-
cated to the virgin Mary, who was venerated as their main protector (274v-277r).62 
hagia sophia is praised separately (277r-279r) as the finest of the world’s “miracles” 
and as a divine work, which further underlines the city’s ecumenical character.63 
The Mother of God was held to be the mediator between suffering mankind 
and christ, and had been honoured as the protector of constantinople64 since the 
61 among the extent bibliography on the political fragmentation and on the several cen-
trifugal tendencies after 1204 see lately laiou, Byzantium (cited n. 52).
62 see indicatively cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 274v: Νεῴ τε γὰρ αὐτὴν πανταχοῦ διειλήφασι 
καὶ ἱερῶν οἴκων ἀριθμοὶ τόσοι καὶ τόσοι καὶ οὐ ῥᾴδιοι λογίσασθαι· καὶ ὃν τρόπον οἱ 
φρουροὶ ταῖς ἄλλαις ἔχουσι πόλεσιν ἐγκατεσπαρμένοι, τοῦθ᾽ ἡ πόλις ἀτεχνῶς προΐσχει 
τοὺς νεὼς τούσδε καὶ τὴν τῶν ἱερῶν ἐπιμέλειαν ἀντ᾽ἀριθμοῦ φρουρούντων κατ᾽ἄλλους 
ἄλλα μέρη κατεσπαρμένους, ὡς ἂν πρὸς τὸ μέγεθος αὐτῆς ἀποχρώντως, 275r: Οὔκουν 
γέ ἐστιν ἀφεκτέον οὔτε τοῦ φρουράρχου τῇ πόλει οὔτε δὴ τῷ κρατίστῳ φρουράρχῳ τῆς 
πόλεως. Τίς γε μὴν οὗτος; Αὐτή γε δῆτα ἡ δεσπότις πάντων τῶν ἐν τῷ βίῳ ἅτε δὴ τοῦ 
δεσπότου καὶ δημιουργοῦ τοῦ παντὸς τοῦδε τοῦ κόσμου.
63 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 277v: Ἢ πῶς ἂν καὶ παρέλθοιμι, καὶ εἰ πάντα τἆλλα παρέλ-
θοιμι παντελεῖ σιγῇ τε καὶ ἀμνηστίᾳ, τὸ τοσοῦτο χρῆμα καὶ μέγιστον, ὡς ἀληθῶς, τοῦ 
βίου θαῦμα καὶ οὐκ ἐπὶ τῆσδε μόνον τῆς πόλεως ἀλλὰ καὶ πάσης ἄλλης πόλεως καὶ τῆς 
ὅλης οἰκουμένης καὶ ὅλως ἀλόγιστον τέως καὶ ἀνυπονόητον, πρὶν ἢ καὶ γενέσθαι, τὸν 
ἀνέχοντα διὰ τῆς πόλεως τῆς τοῦ Θεοῦ Σοφίας τουτονὶ νεών, ὃ καὶ μόνης τῆς τοῦ Θεοῦ 
σοφίας καὶ προνοίας καὶ παντουργοῦ χειρὸς ἔργον καὶ οὐκ ἄλλης ὄντως σοφίας ἢ τέχνης 
ἢ φύσεως ἡστινοσοῦν οὔτ᾽ ἐννοῆσαι τοσοῦτο πρᾶγμα οὔτε μὴν ὅλως διαπράξασθαι, 278r: 
Εἰ μὴ καὶ ἀμφότερα κατὰ θεῖον, ὡς ἔφην, καὶ Θεοῦ πρόνοια καὶ Θεοῦ χεὶρ τὸ πᾶν ἐκίνησέ 
τε καὶ τὸ πέρας ἐξίκετο τέρας, 278v: Τοσοῦτο δ᾽ἐρεῖν ἔχομεν ἐνταῦθα νῦν εἶναι καθό-
λου καὶ συλλογίσασθαι, ὡς ἄρα ἐφ᾽ὅλην μὲν αὐτὴν τὴν γῆν καὶ πάντας ἀνθρώπους τὸ 
πάντων μόνον ἐξαίρετόν τε καὶ κράτιστον καὶ μεγέθει καὶ ὥρᾳ καὶ χρείᾳ τοῦ βελτίστου 
πρὸς τὸν βίον καὶ τἀνθρώπινα πράγματα προέχον παντί που δῆλον ἡ πόλις κἀπὶ ταύτης 
τοσαῦτα κάλλη καὶ θαύματα παντοίων ἔργων ὁμοῦ, ὁποῖα καὶ οἷα μὴ δ᾽ἐπὶ πάσης τῆς 
οἰκουμένης ὁμοῦ, 279r: καὶ τοῦ ὀφθαλμοῦ τῆς οἰκουμένης ὀφθαλμὸς ὅδε.
64 see indicatively cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 276r-276v: Ἔγωγέ τοι δοκῶ μοι, καθάπερ ἀκρό πο­
λίν τινα τῶν ὅλων, ἡ βασιλὶς προκαταλαβοῦσα τὴν πόλιν ταύτην καὶ παντάπασιν ἰδιο­
ποιησαμένη τε καὶ κρατύνασα καὶ τάξιν ὡσανεὶ βασιλείων αὐτῆς ἀποδεδειγμένη ταύτην 
καλλίστων τε καὶ τιμίων καὶ περιβλέπτων κατὰ παντὸς ἄρα τοῦ κόσμου ἐντεῦθεν ἔπει­
τα λοιπὸν τὴν ἅπασαν οἰκουμένην ἄγειν καὶ προνοεῖν καὶ διοικεῖσθαι καὶ πᾶσιν ἀν θρώ­
ποις ἐντεῦθεν ἀναπηγάζειν εὐπραγίαν καὶ βίοτον ἡρμοσμένον ἅπαν τὸ σφίσιν ἑκά στοις 
ἱκνούμενον. to the Theotokos’ specific role as defender of constantinople see c. Mango, 
constantinople as Theotokoupolis, in: Μ. vassilaki (ed.), Mother of God. Representa-
tions of the virgin in Byzantine art. athens – Milan 2000, 17-25; c. angelidi – t. pa-
pamastorakis, The veneration of the virgin hodegetria and the hodegon Monastery, in: 
vassilaki, Mother of God (as cited above), 373-387; specifically on the palaiologan period 
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second half of the 5th century, when she gradually replaced the civic deities tyche 
and nike, who underpinned the imperial cult and legitimized power through mili-
tary triumph.65 devotion to her intensified in Byzantium, however, in the late 10th 
century, when, as Bissera pentcheva has recently shown, the miracle-working icons 
of the hodegetria and of the virgin of the Blachernae were linked by the Byzantine 
emperors to imperial fortunes, and processions of the icons were organized in the 
city of constantinople.66 
although the last few years have seen a remarkable surge of interest in the subject 
of the worship of the virgin Mary and several articles and monographs have been 
published regarding late antiquity and the middle Βyzantine era,67 a major synthe-
sis about the meaning and the veneration of the Mother of God in late Byzantium is 
still missing.68 however, in recent years various articles have been published on the 
see 385-387; B.v. pentcheva, The supernatural protector of constantinople. The virgin 
and her icons in the tradition of the avar siege. BMGs 26 (2002) 2-41; l.M. peltomaa, 
The image of the virgin Mary in the akathistos hymn. leiden 2004; c. angelidi – t. 
papamastorakis, picturing the spiritual protector. from Blachernitissa to hodegetria, 
in: Μ. vassilaki (ed.), images of the Mother of God. perceptions of the Theotokos in 
Byzantium. aldershot – Burlington 2005, 209-223; B.v. pentcheva, icons and power. 
The Mother of God in Byzantium. university park, pennsylvania 2006, 145-163. 
65 see pentcheva, icons (cited n. 64), 11-21. 
66 see eadem, icons (cited n. 64), passim.
67 on the one hand, see indicatively the articles by n. constas, weaving the Body of God. 
proclus of constantinople, the Theotokos, and the loom of the flesh. Journal of Early 
Christian studies 3 (1995) 169-194; a. cameron, The cult of the virgin in late antiq-
uity. Religious development and Myth-making, in: R.n. swanson (ed.), The church 
and Mary (studies in Church History, 39). woodbridge – suffolk – Rochester nY 2004, 
1-21; s. shoemaker, The ancient traditions of the virgin Mary᾽s dormition and as-
sumption. oxford 2002 (oxford 2005) and idem, The cult of fashion: The earliest Life 
of the Virgin and constantinople’s Marian Relics. DoP 62 (2008) 53-74. on the other 
hand see the volumes edited by vassilaki, Mother (cited n. 64); swanson, church (as 
above); vassilaki, images (cited n. 64); c. Maunder (ed.), The origins of the cult of 
the virgin Mary. london 2008 and M.B. cunningham – l. Brubaker (ed.), The cult 
of the Mother of God in Byzantium. texts and images. aldershot 2011.
68 a dissertation, which was submitted recently to princeton university and which is fo-
cused on the interpretation of a specific Theotokos-typos, the virgin of the passion, on 
the ground of a less historicistic (minimalistic) and more spiritualistic (maximalistic) 
point of view contains a summarised presentation of today’s state of Byzantine Marian 
scholarship, a thoughtprovoking evaluation of its up to now two tendencies (Minimal-
ist and Maximalist Mariologies), and the need to reach an inbetween “third space”. see 
M.J. Milliner, The virgin of the passion. development, dissemination, and afterlife 
of a Byzantine icon type (d.phil. dissertation). princeton university 2011, 8-16. Besides 
M.J. Milliner manages to prove the need to broaden the meaning of “power” regarding 
Theotokos in late Byzantium. see idem, virgin (cited above), 17: «The cult of the virgin 
indeed “supported the idea of empire in Byzantium,” and no serious scholar would dis-
pute this. But [..] the virgin could “support” the idea of its collapse as well». 
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intensified Theotokos’ veneration in late Byzantium and especially in constantinople, 
where the specific type of Theotokos hodegeteria prevailed.69 in this light, given 
Byzantios’ repeated mention of the continuous religious building development of the 
city in combination with its repeated mention of the Theotokos’ veneration due to 
its protective role, it could be suspected that the several new and renovated churches 
and monasteries were actually dedicated to her. and the question arises: were there 
really so many sites dedicated to the Mother of God in the bankrupt capital in the 
beginning of the 14th century as to justify such extended praise from Metochites, or 
could he be exaggerating? The answer to that is positive. according to Kidonopoulos, 
during the reign of the first two palaiologoi and chiefly under andronikos ii, out of 
a total of fifty-three newly built or renovated convents and churches at least fourteen 
were dedicated to the Theotokos,70 a ratio higher by one fourth than those dedicated 
to christ and other saints.
only a small part of the speech (section 5) concerns the cultural niveau of the 
city and the philosophical and rhetorical culture of its inhabitants, but even so this 
is still indicative of the christian humanism71 and of the high standards of early 
palaiologan paideia.72
a more extensive section comprising six folia (section 6) follows, which praises 
the city’s several ports, comments on the wealth engendered by the goods transport-
ed through them to the rest of the world, establishes the city’s role in interregional 
trade, its hospitality and magnanimity towards its foreign visitors and residents, and 
the maintenance of an enormous system of international ties described as a “com-
monwealth”. at first glance, considering the aforementioned recession, this section 
69 see mainly angelidi – papamastorakis, picturing (cited n. 64), passim. 
70 see Kidonopoulos, Bauten (cited n. 55), 239-241.
71 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 280r: Ποῦ τοσαῦτα φιλοσοφίας σεμνεῖα καὶ τελεταὶ καὶ μυ-
στήρια καὶ θεωρίας τῶν ὄντων καὶ δογμάτων παντοίων μετουσία τε καὶ βακχεῖα καὶ θει-
ασμός. on early palaiologan “christian humanism” see h. hunger, von wissen schaft 
und Kunst der frühen palaiologenzeit. JÖB 8 (1959) 136-139.
72 see i. Ševčenko, society and intellectual life in the fourteenth century, in: M. Berza – 
e. stănescu (ed.), actes du xive congrès international des études byzantines, Bucarest, 
6-12 septembre, 1971, 1. Bucharest 1974, 65-92 and idem, The palaeologan Renaissance, 
in: w. treadgold (ed.) Renaissances before the Renaissance. cultural Revivals of late 
antiquity and the Middle ages. stanford 1984, 144-171; c.n. constantinides, higher 
education in Byzantium in the Thirteenth and early fourteenth centuries (1204–ca. 
1310). nicosia 1982; R. webb, a slavish art? language and Grammar in late Byzantine 
education and society. Dialogos 1 (1984) 81-103; s. Mergiali, l’ enseignement et les lé-
ttres pendant l’époque des paléologues (1261–1453). athènes 1986; e. fryde, The early 
palaeologan Renaissance (1261–c.1360). leiden 2000, which must be used with extreme 
care; d. Bianconi, tessalonica nell’età dei paleologi. le pratiche intellettuali nel riflesso 
della cultura scritta (Dossiers byzantins, 5). paris 2005; Gaul, Thomas Magistros (cited 
n. 21).
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appears to present another utopic and exaggerated picture of the city.73 But if one 
considers constantinople’s documented trade economy in the mid 14th century,74 
it is very probable that Metochites was already able, a few decades earlier, to detect 
this gradually intensifying trading activity inside and around the city, which may 
have even been strengthened by the state’s inability to impose serious restrictions 
and regulations.75 furthermore, by this time Metochites may have been aiming to 
encourage his elitist audience to become more involved in commerce, given that at 
that time trade was not regarded as an important factor in the political economy and 
was not associated with high socio-political status.76 
The next two sections, (section 7 and section 8), contain typical praises of an-
cestral deeds. The first shorter one refers in a rather distorting way to the “common” 
Roman and Greek conquests of the οἰκουμένη.77 on the one hand, the glorious past 
of the Roman empire and the effective combination of Roman power and Greek 
spirit is reflected, adding one more example of the traditional idea of the Byzantines 
concerning their Graeco-Roman identity.78 on the other hand, the false impression 
73 see the above discussion of the third section of the main body of the speech (263r-274v) 
on pp. 120-122.
74 considering the trade economy of constantinople in the middle of the 14th century see 
the articles and monographs mentioned above in notes 46 and 47, which in a comple-
mentary way have strengthened the thesis initially presented by oikonomides, hommes 
(cited n. 38), 35-52 about a more intense involvement of the Byzantine merchants in the 
regional and intraregional trade only in the middle of the 14th century. Besides see the 
summarized overview by Matschke, commerce (cited n. 47), 784-786 about the periph-
eral but still important role of constantinople in the domestic trade around the straits 
of Bosphorus, which after 1204 and mainly after the mid-14th century was based on the 
collaboration between Byzantines, italians and turkish merchants, and idem, commerce 
(cited n. 47), 789-795 about the role of constastinopolitan merchants in long-distance 
trade. 
75 see Matschke, commerce (cited n. 47), 789 ff.
76 see above n. 46. 
77 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 285r-285v: Καὶ ἔγωγ᾽ ἐσκοπούμην καὶ οἷός τ᾽ ἦν τῶν λόγων 
ἀρχόμενος εἰς τὴν παροῦσαν ὑπόθεσιν καὶ περὶ τῶν μεγάλων καὶ θαυμαστῶν ἐκείνων 
πράξεων, ἃς οἱ τήνδε τὴν πόλιν ἐξαρχῆς οἰκήσαντες Ῥωμαῖοί τε καὶ Ἕλληνες εἰς τὸν βίον 
ἐπεδείξαντο λαμπροὶ λαμπρῶς τε καὶ γεννικῶς καὶ τῆς πάντα μεγίστης τῆσδε πόλεως 
ἀξίως, μάλισθ᾽, ὅσον οἷόν τ᾽ ἦν, προσέχων εὖ μάλα τὸν νοῦν διαλαβεῖν·
78 on the  Graeco-Roman identity of the Byzantines, still alive till the end of the empire, 
seefirstly h.G. Beck, Reichsidee und nationale politik im spätbyzantinischen staat. Bz 
53 (1960) 86-94, here 93 n. 19; h. hunger, Graeculus perfidus - Ἰταλὸς ἰταμός. il senso 
dell'alterità nei rapporti greco-romani ed italo-bizantini (Unione internazionale degli 
istituti di archeologia, storia e storia dell'arte in Roma, Conferenze, 4). Roma 1987, 45 
n. 143, and recently a. Kaldellis, from Rome to new Rome, from empire to nation 
state: Reopening the Question of Byzantium's Roman identity, in: l. Grig – G. Kelly 
(ed.), Rome and new Rome (oxford studies in Late antiquity). oxford 2012, 387-404 and 
of a still-existing enormous universal empire is created, which ideology remains, 
however, central within the palaiologan legitimizing rhetoric.79 The second, much 
longer section refers to constantinople’s undisputed constant and energetic involve-
ment in the maintenance of the christian faith. This is due to its christian emperors, 
its substantial participation in the ecumenical synods, its veneration of the church 
fathers and its many relics, churches, religious festivals and miracles. all of which 
constitute further aspects of the ideological power factor of piety, mentioned in the 
fourth section of the speech.80
at this point, and before dealing with the final parts of the oration, which are 
successive comparisons of constantinople to Babylon, alexandria, antioch and Rome 
(section 10: 295v-301v), Metochites summarises the heads of praise already mentioned 
(section 9: 293r-295v). This summary serves, on the one hand as a bridge, reminding 
us concisely of the advantages of constantinople just before commencing into the 
long comparison. on the other hand, this summary proves helpful for investigating 
the city’s real – according to Metochites – powers. in particular, the varying lengths 
of the summary’s several topics may help us to discern which ones actually reflect 
the strongest features of the city. 
indeed, the longer first part of the summary (653 words) consists of a rather 
differentiated but still homogenous group of topoi. They refer to the perfect site, the 
fertile land, the mild climate, the abundance of agrarian and maritime goods, the 
wealth deriving from the taxes on trade, the calm seas around the city which favour 
the growth of trade, the plentiful goods, the manpower from the provinces, the 
ports themselves, the many vendors and fishermen. what is interesting about these 
aspects of the city is that they are all indicative of economic growth due to the city’s 
central location and well-developed trade, which as mentioned already, was not at 
all far from reality.81 
The second, less extensive part of the summary (260 words) refers to many dif-
ferent praiseworthy aspects of the city, such as its great size, its defensive walls, its 
history and its founder, its nature, its buildings, its churches, its art and its common-
especially 397ff. οn constantinople's symbolical role in the formation and maintenance 
of Byzantium᾽s Roman identity. 
79 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 286r: ἐκεῖνοι, οἱ πᾶσαν τὴν οἰκουμένην ὥσπερ ἓν θέατρον 
τοῖς ὀφθαλμοῖς ὑποθέμενοι καὶ τοὺς ἐπ᾽αὐτῆς ἅπαντας ἀνθρώπους κατ᾽ ἔθνη τε καὶ 
γένη πάντα καὶ καθ᾽ἑκάστους τε καὶ καθ᾽ὁμοῦ πλείστους ἔστιν οὗ, καθαπερεί τινας 
συνάθλους καὶ ἀνταγωνιστὰς ἐπὶ τοῦδε τοῦ θεάτρου σφίσιν ἀνεστηκότας καὶ πρὸς τοὺς 
ἄθλους ἀποδυομένους, καὶ τὴν κατὰ πάντων αὐτοὶ νίκην ἀράμενοι καὶ τὰ ἀπὸ πάντων 
κηρύγματα.
80 see above the discussion on the fourth section (274v-279v) on pp. 122-124. 
81 see above the discussion on the first (237r-251r) and on the sixth (280v-285r) section of 
the speech on pp. 115-117 and 124-125 respectively.
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wealth character.82 all these are important features, but they are sporadic and lack 
the unity of the first group.
finally, the third and somewhat longer part of the summary (304 words) con-
tains an interesting passage on the past and present collective piety of the city. This 
is a power element, which proves to be crucial in view of the growing internal and 
external threats. 
after commenting on the difficulties in comparing constantinople to other fa-
mous cities (295v-296r), the introductory part of the comparison follows (296r-297r). 
This long chapter sets the main criterion of the comparison, which curiously enough 
is neither the physical or urban beauty nor the rich history of all the cities enumer-
ated, nor even christian piety. on the contrary, it is the success of a city in preserving 
its status as a steadily wealthy capital due to its ideal location.83 This factor provides 
it with rural and maritime goods and with the rest of the topoi mentioned above in 
the first long part of the summary, which as discussed are all directly or indirectly 
connected to the mercantile development of the city. 
in the next chapters constantinople is praised, firstly, in comparison to Babylon 
(297r-299r), on the grounds of its littoral location84 and the Greek virtues of its inhab-
itants, and, secondly, in comparison to both alexandria and antioch (299r, 299v, 302r, 
302v, 300r, 300v, 301r),85 on the grounds of constantinople’s enduring christian faith.
finally, instead of comparing the pros and cons of Rome with those of constanti-
nople, Metochites dedicates the last and rather abruptly concluding part of the speech 
82 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 295r: Καὶ ἔτι γε μὴν πρὸς τούτοις τὰς τῶν ξένων ἐπιδημίας ἐν 
τῇ πόλει καὶ συναυλίας τί τις ἂν ἐρεῖ καὶ τὸ κοινὸν τῆς οἰκουμένης, ὡς εἰπεῖν, ἐνταῦθα 
πολίτευμα καὶ τὴν καθόλου διοίκησιν τοῦ βίου καὶ τῶν ἐν βίῳ;
83 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 296v: Πλὴν γὰρ αὐτῆς δὴ ταύτης τὸ τῆς οἰκουμένης ἀπὸ πάσης 
ἐπίλεκτον μόνον αὐτὸ μόνης εὑρούσης τε καὶ προελομένης ἑαυτῇ καὶ κατεχούσης τὸν 
ἀεὶ χρόνον μετὰ ῥᾳστώνης καὶ κατὰ φύσιν ἀλυπότατα, πᾶσαι λοιπόν, ὅπου ποτ᾽ ἄρα, 
τῆς βελτίστης ἐξεκρούσθησαν μοίρας καὶ τὴν εὐδαιμονίαν κατὰ σφᾶς, ὅσῃ συνέλαχον, 
ἐξετοπίσαντο δυστυχήσασαι μὴ κατὰ καιρὸν χρῆσθαι καί, καθάπερ ἐπὶ μεγάλου τινὸς 
καὶ καλλίστου τοῦδε θεάτρου τῆς γῆς ἁπάσης, ἁμαρτοῦσαι τῶν εὐγενῶν μάλιστα καὶ 
χρη σίμων τόπων τῆς ἐποπτείας, ὥστε δὴ κάλλισθ᾽ ὁρᾶν ἔχειν καὶ ὁρᾶσθαι. 
84 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 297r: Τῇ γε μὴν βασιλικῇ καθ᾽ἡμᾶς ταύτῃ πόλει τόδε δὴ μά-
λιστα κατὰ φύσιν ἔχει, τῶν τόπων ἡ εὐκαιρία, μόνη πασῶν ἐπὶ τῆς γῆς ὅλης ἐπίδηλος 
καὶ τῆς ὅλης εὐδαιμονίας ἀξία καὶ σύμμετρος κιρναμένη καὶ διαρκής, ὡς ἀληθῶς, εἰς τὴν 
πᾶσαν χρῆσιν τοῦ βίου, καὶ ὡς ἂν ἅμα μὲν καθ᾽ἑαυτὴν εὖ εἶναι καὶ πράττειν ἀλύπως τε 
καὶ ἀνόσως, ἅμα δὲ καὶ πρὸς τὴν ἁπάντων ἀνθρώπων κοινωνίαν καὶ χρῆσιν· καὶ πρόδη-
λος, ἔφην, εἷς οὑτοσὶ γνώμων καὶ κανὼν τῆς κατὰ πασῶν τῶν ἄλλων πόλεων ὑπερβολῆς 
καὶ πλεονεξίας τῶν καλλίστων, τὸ μόνης ἐξαίρετον ἐπὶ γῆς ἀναμφήριστον αὐτῇ λάχος, 
ἁπλοῦν ὂν αὐτὸ καὶ μόνον, τῆς ἐπικαίρου θέσεως, 298r: καὶ τὰ ᾽κ τῆς θαλάσσης γὰρ 
ἀπῆν ἀγαθά, πρᾶγμα τοσοῦτο τῇδε τῇ πόλει, καὶ ἡ τῆς ἀλλοτρίας εὐπραγίας κομιδῇ 
πάν τοθεν ἀνύσιμος εὐαγωγία καὶ κομιδὴ καὶ ῥᾳστώνη φορᾶς τῶν τοσούτων κατάπλων 
τῆς οἰκουμένης εὖ περαινόντων εἰς λιμένα τόνδε τῇ πόλει κοινὸν ἁπάντων ἀνθρώπων.
85 concerning this discontinuity of the manuscript folia see above on p. 115, n. 31. 
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(301r-301v) to yet another summarized praise of the μεγαλόπολις and especially to 
the specific group of topoi associated with its wealth. according to Metochites, this 
prosperity is due to constantinople’s central location and to its ports, which in com-
bination with its φιλανθρωπία and hospitality result in the density of population and 
to the accumulation of capital, which is safely kept and fairly distributed according 
to the needs of the inhabitants, who on their part engage in competitive building 
activity within and without the city walls.86
Conclusion
The reflections of the illusions and realities of power in early palaiologan constan-
tinople in Byzantios can be summarized as follows. in the lengthy laus Constanti-
nopolitana Metochites alludes to numerous encomiastic topoi. despite the fact that 
the Byzantine empire was facing financial problems and that the turkish threat was 
already knocking on its door, it would appear that, apart from some expected exag-
gerations, Byzantios is indeed much closer to reality than to illusion. This conclusion 
is supported by all the findings of our present research. 
86 see cod. vind. phil. gr. 95, 301r-301v: Ῥώμη δ᾽ἐκείνη προτέρα καὶ μεγαλώνυμος ἥτ τη ται 
μὲν καὶ αὕτη τοῦ τῆσδε μεγέθους τῆς πόλεως ὡς καὶ πᾶσαι. Ἥττηται δὲ τῆς κατὰ θέ-
σιν εὐκαιρίας τοῦ τόπου κατ᾽οὐρανοῦ, κατὰ γῆς, κατὰ θαλάττης καὶ τοῦθ᾽ὡς αἱ πᾶσαι, 
μᾶλλον δὲ τοῦτο πλεῖν ἢ καὶ κατ᾽ἐνίας ἥττηται. Ποῦ δ᾽ἐκείνῃ τοσαῦτα λιμένων κάλλη, 
ὥστε καὶ παραβάλλειν τῇ τοσαύτῃ τῇδε φιλανθρωπίᾳ; Ποῦ θαλάττης ἐκείνῃ καὶ γῆς πάν-
τοθεν ὡς νῦν ἐνθάδε κοινοὶ σύνδεσμοι; Ποῦ κοινότης ἀνθρώπων καὶ διαπόντι᾽ὀχήματα 
καὶ τῆς ἀνθρωπίνης συναυλίας πρόνοια καὶ διοίκησις καὶ τέχνη τοσαύτη καὶ χρῆσις; Ποῦ 
θαλαττίων δρόμων πάντων πάντοθεν, ὡς ἐνθάδε, δίαυλος; Καὶ σκοπὸς εἷς περαίνων ἥδ᾽ 
ἡ πόλις καὶ ξενὼν ἀνθρώπων τῆς ὅλης οἰκουμένης πολυχωρητότατος, καὶ τοσοῦτοι κα-
θόλου τῆς φύσεως ἐνθάδ᾽ ἵμε ροι πάντας πάντοθεν ἕλκοντες· καὶ μαγνῆτις ἡ πόλις λίθος 
ἀνθρώπων ἀῤῥήκτοις τε καὶ ἀῤῥήτοις προσπαθείαις καὶ δεσμοῖς ὑπὸ χεῖρα φέρουσα καὶ 
κρατοῦσα τῆς κοινῆς ἀνθρώπων φύσεως. Ποῦ παραφέρειν νῦν ἔστι τὰ ᾽κείνης ἐνταῦθα; 
Καὶ παρατίθησι πρὸς τὸ κοινὸν ἀνθρώπων μεθ᾽ ὅσης ἄρα τῆς ῥᾳστώνης τῆς γῆς καὶ τῆς 
οἰκουμένης θέατρον, πρὸς τὸ κοινὸν ἀνθρώπων ἐκ τοῦ προχείρου πολίτευμα, πρὸς τὴν 
κοινὴν τοῦ βίου πανήγυριν καὶ ἀγοράν, πρὸς τὸ κοινὸν τῆς ἀνθρωπίνης χρείας ἀμέλει 
ταμεῖον, πρὸς τὸν ἄσυλον θησαυρὸν ἐνταῦθα τῶν ὄντων, οὗ δέοι ἂν μετεῖναι πᾶσι καὶ 
καθ᾽ ὅσον ἂν ἑκάστοις δέοι· πολλὴ ἀφθονία καὶ πηγὴ καὶ χρῆσις τοῦδε τοῦ θησαυροῦ 
καὶ φυλακὴ τοῦδ᾽ἀσφαλής τε καὶ καθάπαξ οὐκ ἔχουσα παῦλαν, καὶ τῆς κοινῆς ἀνθρώπων 
ἐπαρκείας καὶ συντελείας καὶ παμφορίας ποριστὴς οὑτοσὶ χῶρος μόνος. Ποῦ δὲ τοσαύ-
τη πάντων ἀνθρώπων σπουδὴ καὶ τῶν προσόντων ἅμιλλα καὶ κοιναὶ τῶν ἀπὸ γῆς καὶ 
θαλάττης ἁπάσης σύνοδοι καὶ χρήσεις ἀλλήλων καὶ τῶν κατὰ σφᾶς αὐτοὺς ἑκάστους 
ἑκάστων; Ἀλλὰ μὴν τάς γ᾽ ἐντὸς κατ᾽ αὐτὴν ἢ καὶ περὶ αὐτὴν ἐκτὸς κατασκευὰς καὶ 
λαμπρότητας οἰκοδομημάτων καὶ δημοσίας τοσαύτας καὶ τῶν καθ᾽ ἑκάστους ἰδιωτικὰς 
τοσαύτας ὥσπερ ἑνὸς οἴκου συνέχειαν καὶ χάριν ἀμύθητον οἵαν τί τις ἂν ἐρεῖ, πρᾶγμα 
τοῦτ᾽ ἀλόγιστον καὶ ἀνυπονόητον οἷον πρὶν ἐντυχεῖν; … Ποῦ γὰρ ἐκεῖ τις ἂν ἔχοι λέγειν 
τε καὶ δεικνύναι νεὼς τοσούτους, μεγέθει μεγίστους καὶ κάλλει καλλίστους καὶ πάσης 
ὥρας ἀστράπτοντας, στοῶν δὲ τόσων καὶ τόσων ἀλληλουχίαν διὰ πάσης τῆς πόλεως, 
τίς; Τίς δ᾽οἴκους φιλανθρωπίας καὶ ξένων ὑποδοχάς; Τίς γυμνάσια, θέατρα, βαλανεῖα, 
πᾶσαν ἁβρότητα, πάντ᾽ ἄλλα πράγμαθ᾽ ὁμοῦ, τίς; 
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Moreover, the numerous aspects of constantinople are not praised by Metochites 
equally. Throughout the speech two power-indicating encomiastic features are domi-
nant and more extensive than all others: the first concerns the economic prosperity of 
the city due to its central location and its trade, and the other is the piety of the city 
throughout its history and especially its devotion to the Mother of God. Those two 
power factors are elaborated in approximately thirty folia each. But in the summary 
and in the crucial ten last folia, where constantinople is compared to other famous 
cities, it is the economic aspect that is highlighted.
This emphasis on the two aforementioned topics is no coincidence. i would like 
to make the following suggestion: it appears that in delivering such a long speech on 
his beloved home city in front of a prestigious palaiologan rhetorical θέατρον, Meto-
chites had a deeper purpose apart from personal distinction. it is highly probable 
that by drawing his audience’s attention to these two issues, the spiritual power that 
derived from the devotion to the Theotokos and the pragmatic economic power that 
was based on trade, Metochites wanted to suggest the ways in which the city should 
seek solutions to the threats and challenges that were already in sight.
This suggestion can contribute to current scholarly discussions related to the 
dynamic changes and adjustments which the shrinking Byzantine empire, and espe-
cially its capital, was obliged to make in the first half of the 14th century for reasons 
of political, economic and spiritual survival.87
department of philology–university of athens
87 lately, however, scholars tend to reevaluate the overall Byzantine economic status during 
the first half of the 14th century as a flourishing one with regard to the Byzantine popula-
tion and especially the merchants. see indicatively the pioneering article by d. Jacoby, 
The Byzantine outsider in trade (c. 900–c. 1350), in: d.c. smythe (ed.), strangers to 
Themselves. The Byzantine outsider. papers from the Thirty-second spring symposium 
of Byzantine studies, university of sussex, Brighton, March 1998 (Publications of the so-
ciety for the Promotion of Byzantine studies, 8). aldershot 2000, 129-147, here 135-137; 
summarized in d. Jacoby, The economy of late Byzantium. some considerations, in: 
Ε. Jeffreys (ed.), proceedings of the 21st international congress of Byzantine studies, 
london, 21-26 august, 2006, 2. abstracts of panel papers. aldershot–Burlington 2006, 
81; by help of the “toolkit” of network analysis, which further proves the above sugges-
tions see J. preiser Kapeller – e. Mitsiou, hierarchies and fractals: ecclesiastical Rev-
enues as indicator of the distribution of Relative demographic and economic potential 
within the cities and Regions of the late Byzantine empire in the early fourteenth cen-
tury. Bυζαντινά Σύμμεικτα 20 (2010) 245-308; J. preiser Kapeller, complex historical 
dynamics of crisis. The case of Byzantium, in: a. suppan (ed.), Krise und transforma-
tion. wien 2011 (in print) http://www.oeaw.ac.at/byzanz/repository/preiser_working-
papersiv_complexcrisis.pdf and lately a.e. laiou, Regional networks in the Balkans 
in the Middle and late Byzantine period, in: c. Morrisson (ed.), trade and Markets 
in Byzantium. washington 2012, 1-35, here 32-35 [repr. in eadem, Byzantium and the 
other. Relations and exchanges, c. Morrisson – R. dorin (ed.) (Variorum Collected 
studies series). farnham 2012].
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abstract
The early 14th century and so far very little commented on Byzantios logos by Theo-
dore Metochites appears to be the first surviving, lengthy, and independent city en-
comium in the Greek language since the 4th century antiochikos logos by libanios. 
Metochites seems to be quite familiar with the late antique tradition of the extended 
independent city praises and as a result the 70 folia long laus Constantinopolitana, 
includes all the expected, and power-indicating praising themes: thesis, foundation, 
walls, secular buildings and other infrastructure, occupations of the citizens, internal 
and external beauty, piety of the citizens and churches, secular education, ports and 
trade, commonwealth and cosmopolitanism, ecumenical character, intense chris-
tian faith and synkrisis with other famous cities. But can an encomium of constan-
tinople, written in the dramatic first decade of the 14th century, really be a source of 
any power representations at all? or should one reassess the encomiastic topoi and 
attempt to distinguish fact from fiction and power from illusion of power? finally, 
can the lengthier and more persistent analysis of particular features serve as a proof 
of their more realistic character? The above questions are approached by using some 
hidden dating indicators of Byzantios logos, in addition to a critical evaluation of 
Metochites᾽ use of the late antique rhetorical guidelines, and in the light of the lat-
est research on the economic and spiritual life in early palaiologan constantinople.
